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Research of Relationship Between Characteristics of Self- worth
and School Belonging in Art Majors
PAN Xiao- lei, XU Qin- mei
China Academy of Art, Hangzhou 310002, China

Abstract  Objective: To explore the relationship between the characteristics of self- worth and school belonging in art
majors. Methods: By means of Adolescent Self- worth Scale and School Belonging Scale, 647 college students from China
Academy of Art were tested. Results: ~ The self- worth of art majors was far higher than the national norm; There were
obvious sexual differences in individual- oriented psychological self-worth and individual- oriented family self- worth; The
individual- oriented general self- worth of the Single- child was far higher than that of the non Single- child; The society-
oriented general self- worth, the individual- oriented general self- worth, and the society- oriented interpersonal self- worth
of the students from cities were far higher than those of the township ones. The society- oriented moral self- worth of the
design majors was far higher than that of fine art majors; There were obvious grade differences in the individual- oriented
general self- worth, individual- oriented interpersonal self- worth, individual- oriented psychological self- worth and individ-
ual- oriented family self- worth. The self- worth of the well- performed students was far higher than that of the ones with
plain performance. There was a positive correlation between all aspects of self- worth and school belonging. Conclu-
sion: The self- worth of art majors is relatively higher; general self- worth can predict school belonging obviously.
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